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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 


February 4, 1985 


MEMORANDUM FOR FRED F. FIELDING 
FROM: JOHN G. ROBERT 

SUBJECT: Agreement With Regard to Appearance 

and/or Participation in PANORAMA 


Michael Evans has signed an appearance agreement with WTTG 
Channel 5, concerning his appearance on the "Panorama" 
television show, "subject to the approval of the White House 
Counsel’s Office." The boilerplate agreement grants WTTG 
sole rights to the broadcast, and the right to use the fact 
of Evans's appearance in advertising for the show ( e.g. , 

"our guest next week will be Michael Evans..."). It also 
releases WTTG from any liability arising from Evans's 
appearance, and Evans agrees to indemnify the station for 
any liability arising from his appearance. (The latter 
clauses concern possible libel actions.) 

The agreement was dated January 24, 1985, and the live 
television show aired uneventfully that same day. The 
agreement reached our office the next day. I recommend 
taking no action. If any problems do arise out of Evans's 
appearance (I foresee none) , we can disavow the agreement at 
that time — it was signed expressly subject to our approval. 
There is no need for us gratuitously to approve such a 
blanket waiver at this point. 
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WTTG 

z f, 


Metromedia, Inc. 

Channe 15 

5151 Wisconsin Avenue, N.w. 

Washington, DC 20016 

Gentlemen: ....... 

I hereby agree to your recording /^ievision program 
„ appearance^ and/ or participation on your (the -program") 

fr0m ^ 

exhibition, I agree as follow-. 

1. You are the s °i® Wordings 1 fo^Ill purposes and 

Program and its contents and J®^ limitation, the following 
use! of any type discretion, exercise through- 

rights which you may, xn y°ur ® publicly exhibit and/or 
o S the world and forever: ^ ?^e Program, and any part(s) 
license others to p ^^^Program, one or more txmes by any 
or edited versions of the P* 9 now or hereafter known 
means of transmission or by television stations,) 

(including but not lxm cable TV systems, distrxbutxo 

origination or dissemination on cabl^^ projection before 

in the form of tape casa ® instances whether or not the viewers 
audiences, in any °f ®^h in whet her the exhibition is on a 
or subscribers pay therefor, . (ii) to publish, dis- 

commercial and/or non-comercr, a | in any form, and 

seminate, and edit the text of the 9 s to others. 

(iii) to assign all or part or my 

2 you shall have the right to 

to use my name, lilcen ®” a ^ t h U a dvertising and/or publicizing 
may furnish in connect 1 . your licensees, the P r °9 ram 

Metromedia, Inc., Y ou ^ advertisers associated with the 

. or program series t and the advertiser^^ ^ services but not , 

KSS , ' as^at^ endorsement thereof . 


D.C 20016 ■ (202)244-5151 


5151 Wisconsin A«nue, M.W.- Washington, 


Inc . 


Page Two 

t-o leasing you / your 

. agreement I am releasing i nature 

3 ’ /IndTd-rt £«• ^ ^ r^eVrogiam statements 

licensees and nave appearance on the “ ‘ roqr am, or yonr 

arising by reason of my ^nnection with, the Prog this 

made b Y otl 2 e “°"i q Sta which I have granted to you 
exercise of the rignu 

agreement^ ^ fy and held bjrg-^.r’Sr- 

licensees and employee^ f^om and against any ^^inq 

flai-. 

counsel fees) arising ■ *■ appearance, or any 

C o°f U any words u f th the program, 

furnished by me program shall 

your permitting me to appear 

constitute your approval of 


<^0 >oOO 


'{Countersigned, .^signatory 

rss S SS“- -•> 


?) ‘Soft 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH I NGTON 


February 4, 1985 


MEMORANDUM FOR FRED F. FIELDING 


FROM: 


JOHN G. ROBERT 



SUBJECT: 


Reimbursement for Fees Incurred 
by the Parents of Baby Jane Doe 


erger haS written to ask you to assist his - 
t*?? n t0 0 m? ain attorne y s ' fees for the parents of Baby 
hoS^-i? 0 ?** P arents were intervenors on the side of the 

in the unsuccessful suit by the United States 
against the hospital to obtain access to Baby Jane Doe's 

Zttll r r° r , dS - ( t di y iaed P«*l o* the Seconl Wrcui? 
to obtain^the^records?? the Gover “ ent ■ s efforts 

The Ci-vil Rights Division, both in response to the parents' 
notion for attorneys' fees and in response to lettaf™ 

fntitled 9 n r ' h3S argued that * he Parents are not 

ntitled to fees because the Government suit, thouqh un- 
foundation ' » W ?h ^ ,,fri Y olous ' unreasonable, or without 
PhHcfl ^ th a PP ro P riate standard articulated in 

TIJTflf r ? ent CO> V ‘ E - E -°- c - - 434 U.S. 412, 421 

(1978). The Second Circuit has in fact denied the parents' 

Dfireih 3 * 1011 ' a P parentl Y agreeing with Justice. Senator 

pa?eJ!t^ 9 S^ ar ? U S S tbat . Justice should not oppose the 

"experimental" 1 !??- 0 ^ 111 fe f S ,l because the Y were victims of 
raedicarSnpL^ 9atl ° n / nd haVe alread Y incurred large 

also notes that he introduced a private relief bill in the 
t session, and will do so again in this Congress. 

Bab^n?? b ° retreat f rom the Justice position. The 

collate h llt JJ atlon . ina Y have been ill-advised, and the 
courts have thrown it out, but it was hardly "frivolous 
unreasonable, or without foundation." Nor do I think the 

S?™ nt ?? Uld ignore that clearly established legal 
tandard and dispense moneys from the public fisc out of a 

tl salvf ;™P assion " - the Justice Department has no right 
to salve its conscience (or quiet Senator Durenberqer) with 
axpayers money that is not legally owed to the parents. 


THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH ington 

February 8, 1985 


Dear Dave: 

question of attorLys^feef ^o^the 5 " 28 ' concerni ng the 
Doe. m that lette? you rlg^ested th?f S ? tS ° f Bab * Jane 
decision of the Department TitSJS th J 1 review the 
award of attorneys' fees. tlce to oppose such an 

Upon consideration I am afraid <-h = +- r 

Department of Justice has no on*? * 5 must a 9 r ee that the 
of fees to the parents. The leaai n st- Ut rq t0 /»° PP ° Se the award 
Department in its court papers Ind f^ nda f d cit ^ by the 
With you is well established. Fee s c ° rres P°ndence 
of this sort onlv if sre available in cases 

unreasonabie, or without foundation "frivolous, 

of the Baby Doe litigation s?nJ« ? hat cannot be said 

°f fees has not been ‘met in legal f tanda ^d for an 

wholly inappropriate for the DeDarimi S 4- C ? Se ' ib woul d be 
award of, fees. Particularly when iT acquiesce in an 

public funds, the DepartSlint £ col ?? s to obligating 

otberwise°fair 

^\ e y °“- y un h - lying 


Sincere ly r 


signed by FFF 

Fred F. Fielding 
Counsel to the President 


The Honorable Dave Durenberaer 
United States Senate enPerger 
Washington, D.c. 20510 


FFF : JGR:aea 2/8/85 
bcc : FFFielding 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH INGTON 

February 4, 1985 



Dear Senator Durenberger: 

Thank you for your letter of January 28 , concerning the 
question of attorneys' fees for the parents of Baby Jane 
Doe. In that letter you requested that I review the 
decision of the Department of Justice to oppose such an 
award of attorneys' fees. 



Fred F. Fielding 
Counsel to the President 


The Honorable Dave Durenberger 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 


THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH INGTON 

February 7, 1985 


^ ear Senator Durenberger: 

28 ’ ning the 

Doe ; in that letLTyou^^ItS^Tre^L^" 6 
t^TTf attorneys^fees?*” ° f JUStiCe b ° ^ -h an ' 

of P f^ e ?o ¥ R lt sward 

Department in i?s paplrs Ind JMlt 011 * 4 by the 

with you is well established. Fees are P SiSilSh^ re ® POndenCe 
of this sort only if the Government suit is "frivol 11 Cases 

“° ^SSy^orn^gSSLf un s?nc on ;^ T hat Canno t bS s ; ai d 

award of fees has not been*met legal stan ^ard for an 

wholly i„approp?L?ffor?hrDep:rtL 1 nt C ?racouir°“ ld - be 
award of fees Psrf-ir<i,i a ».i„ paj-tmenr no acquiesce m an 

S&SHTSS 

tjuuerwise rair or compassionate, 
it. y understand the reasons underlying 


Sincere ly , 


Fred F. Fielding 
Counsel to the President 


The Honorable Dave Durenberger 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

FFF : JGR: aea 2/7/85 
bcc : FFFielding 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH I N G TO N 

February 4, 1985 


Dear Senator Durenberger: 

Thank you for your letter of January 28, concerning the 
question of attorneys' fees for the parents of Baby Jane 
Doe. In that letter you requested that I review the 
decision of the Department of Justice to oppose such an • 
award of attorneys' fees. 

Upon consideration I am afraid that I must agree that the 
Department of Justice has no option but to oppose the award 
of fees to the parents. The legal standard cited by the 
Department in its court papers and its prior correspondence 
with you is well established. Fees are available in cases 
of this sort only if the Government suit is "frivolous, 
unreasonable , or without foundation." That cannot be said 
of the Baby Doe litigation. Since the legal standard for an 
award of fees has not been met in this case, it would be 
wholly inappropriate for the Department to acquiesce in an 
award of fees. Particularly when it comes to obligating 
public funds, the Department must be guided by established 
legal standards, not subjective notions of what is fair or 
compassionate. 

I am afraid you will not be pleased with this response, but 
I hope you will understand the reasons underlying it. 

Sincerely, 


Fred F. Fielding 
Counsel to the President 


The Honorable Dave Durenberger 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

FFF:JGR:aea 2/4/85 
cc: FFFielding 

JGRoberts 
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Bnitd States Senate 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 

Washington, D.C. 20510 



January 28, 1985 


Honorable Fred F. Fielding 
Counsel to the President 
The White House 
Washington,, D.£. 20500 


Dear MrJ 



case^^hi le *deny ing^hese ^ 7 0 0 f 0 0 0 % 2 5 ^per^oxjr^in throne 

s iic4 of jrsss,?' modest raeans a much 

re S olve 6 the h f ACt "i 11 a PP ro P ri ^ely be used to 

I am determined to see their npp>rJc; 

previous correspondence with the Justice Depar^nt fin??^ 81 ^ 

again^i teiief legislation in the last Congee sfaSd'wiL So Jo 

fo?^'ti ca?? eS ;; ry ;- 1 feel that 1 must use every available 
um to call attention to the plight of this family. 


Honorable Fred F. Fielding 
January 28, 1985 
Page Two 


I ask that you review the case one more time before the 
nomination of Mr. Meese is debated by the Senate. I am convinced 
.fv the Justl< pe Department can agree to pay their legal expenses 
without establishing any di ffjjs^-t^re cedent . Better that it 
be handled by a compassionate Administration in that way than 
by the Congress, the courts or the pres\,in an adversarial setting, 

Thank you for your close attention toYthis matter. 


Stnc 



~~lJat7e ’ Durenber ge r 
United States Senate 



^ICrtUeb Jhc-ncilc 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20510 

April 11, 1984 


The Honorable William French Smith 
U.S. Attorney General 
Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C- 20530 

Dear Attorney General Smith: 

We were extremely disappointed to learn that the Justice 
Department has requested the United States 2nd Circuit Court 
of Appeals to deny attorney's fees to the family of Baby 
Jane Doe. While we recognize the propriety of the questions 
you have raised relating to the reasonableness of the fees, 
we do believe it is inappropriate and cruel to subject this 
family to the additional financial burden imposed by these 
costs . 

This family has suffered far too long, both emotionally 
and financially. They have endured the pain of parenting a 
severely handicapped child, as well as the difficulty of 
their decisions. 

Not only did an individual whom they had never met 
involve them in extensive litigation, but the Federal 
Government sought to recover Baby Doe's medical records in 
an effort to determine whether this family, in consultation 
with their doctors, had discriminated against their own 
child. All efforts to produce evidence of discrimination 
failed, and the decision of the family and the doctors was 
upheld in seven different courts—— including the New York 
Supreme Court and the 2nd Circuit Court of Appeals. 

The Justice Department has advanced the position that 
the parents of Baby Doe should not be awarded attorney's 
fees because they were intervening defendents in the action. 
In support of that argument. Justice has asserted that 
attorney's fees should only be awarded to original defen— 
dents in civil rights actions when the plaintiff's claims 
are frivolous, unreasonable, or without foundation. 

We believe that Baker v. City of Detroit , 504 F. Supp . 
841 (E.D. Mich, 1980) supports quite a different conclusion. 
In that case, intervening defendents were awarded attorney's 
fees in a reverse discrimination case brought pursuant to 
Title VII. The Court held that intervenors, members of a 
black policeman's association, served the traditional role 
of civil rights plaintiffs and had no alternative but to 
intervene in that action. 

Similarly, in the Baby Doe case, the parents had little 
recourse than to intervene as defendents. The allegations 
of discrimination advanced by the Justice Department 


The Honorable William French Smith 
April 11, 1984 

Page 2 


necessitated the parents participation in the lawsuit if 
they were to protect their right to privacy. 


In Baker, attorney's fees were allowed despite the 
fact that the plaintiff's arguments were not without 
foundation . 


The Justice Department has maintained that the parents 
should be denied attorney's fees because the hospital ably 
advanced their position and their presence was unnecessary. 

A similar argument was expressed in Bake r and rejected by 
the Court. The Court specifically held that hindsight could 
not justify denial of attorney's fees to intervenors when 
there was sound reason for their participation. 


The Civil Rights Attorney's Fees Award Act has con- 
sistently been liberally construed to effectuate the purpose 
of encouraging civil rights activities. In the instant 
case, the family had to intervene in order to protect their 
civil and constitutional rights to privacy. If we intend to 
promote vigorous enforcement of the civil rights laws, and we 
believe we do, then this family should not be penalized for 
having done so. 


We believe that the sanctity of human life formulates the 
very premise of our civilization, and we will fight to pre 
serve human life. We do believe that the Federal Government 
has an obligation to protect life, but we also believe that 
compassion must be part of that activity. 


At this point, we feel that the question of the payment 
of attorney’s fees is separate and distinct from the merits 
of the Baby Doe case- That issue remains unsettled, but the 
issue of attorney’s fees should be resolved. We should no 
subject this family to the additional financial burden 
imposed by these costs— they have already incurred over one 
hundred thousand dollars on legal .and medical costs and 
anticipate many more. 


Mr. Attorney General, we urge the Justice Department to 
reverse its position against payment of any fees and compen 
sate this family for reasonable attorney's fees. This 
family has suffered enough. 




Sincerely , 



U.S. Department of Justice 
Civil Rights Division 


Office of the Assistant Attorney General 


Washington, D C 205 SO 
May 1 , 19 84 


Honorable Dave Durenberger 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Durenberger: 

been °f April n co che Attorney General has 

toVs aV ?a m C u efUlly ^ '^«eva 1 u«ed"the issu 2 * 2 ^r°LS; U 5 .i: , ' Ulry ’ 

gts kj°' 

UM?^ S CO obtair \ access to Baby Jane Doe’s medical records 
While our sympathies are certainly with the infant' * 

“uch a a n Hec?s^ rly Th iSn ° r ? th ? le *« l P r ‘"cipl« SSt cSESf’ \ 

we have Piven and ^ l6pal P rinci P les compel the response | 
a € f ee-award 6 in *” "° C « liber ^ ac q uieLe In J 

, K have ' of course, set forth the law in this area 

ow ^ applies here, in our response to the motion for 

demonstrated that the Government’s suit was 

Cement Co! v?T|!^; ’ 4? 4 “(ms) £ lansbur * 

one s personal views regarding the Baby Doe matter I doub^ 

Srt S f[ t f ?Lr 2 .SSt l Jr& t if a inde r e C d Ch : n C 2 j 

fi e nJ df J ud « es . wbo ha ve heard the issue on ^merits 

U.e one district judge and three circuit i wipes) have 

plit on the question whether Section 504 covers infants bnrn 
that "ftfhe loeic^f^h 8 * JudRe Wi ? Cer ’ f n dissent, observed 

tnTfee n^rd^in V c? can^?” ■Acquiescence* 

peu^on-r.’- ss 


2 


Your letter seems to isolate our response to the 
parents* fee application on the "intervenor" question. It 
is a fact that the parents in this instance decider! on their 
oyn to become involved in the Government's suit against the 
hospital; they were not sued or forced into court. As intervenors, 
the law pretty clearly recognizes the parents of Baby Jane 
Doe as standing on somewhat different footing than a named 
defendant for purposes of receiving a fee award as a ’’participant" 
in the action. We do rfot suggest, however, that such a 
difference is itself reason to reject the claim, and indeed 
the case cited in your letter, Baker v. C ity of Detroit , 

504 F. Supp . 841 (E.D. Mich. 1 980) , is d iscussed Tn our 
court filing. Undeniably, the facts leading to an award of 
attorneys fees to the intervenors in Baker are not present 
in our case. 

Nonetheless, the essential point to be made is the one 
already discussed. Whatever the status of the parents in the 
Government’s Section 504 suit against the Stoney Brook Hospital 
( i « e » t whether a named defendant or an intervenor) , a fee 
award cannot by law be granted unless the action commenced by 
the United States was "frivolous, unreasonable, or without 
foundation." That rule of law guided our filing with the 
Second Circuit. 

Let me add in closing that the Government fully appreciates 
the considerable concern you have registered regarding this 
matter and shares many of the same feelings you have expressed 
for the family. In our court filing, we suggested that the 
attorneys involved in this appeal might want to rethink a 
sizeable portion of the requested fees (as perhaps duplicative 
or unnecessary) and in this manner alleviate some of the 
family's financial costs associated with the litigation. 

Whatever their response to that suggestion, it is unmistakably 
the case that there are in this instance no convenient answers. 

For us, the law in such circumstances must be our guide. 

With this in mind, I hope that the foregoing discussion will 
help to make our position more understandable, even if you 
might not find it personally more acceptable. 



Assistant Attorney General 
Civil Rights Division 


June 7, 1984 


The Honorable William French 
u.£>. Attorney General 
Department of Justice 
Washington, D.C. 20530 


Smith 


Dear Attorney General Smith: 

response to ou^lette^of ^ori^ll ^ ustice Department's 

Justice would not reconsfde? the i ndic ^ing that 

of attorneys' fees in the ReKw t dec ^ slon to resist payment 
Circuit CoLt of Appeal 1^1 i*Z? °?\f aSe in the Second 
recent denial of a^ehearinJ if S ht ° f ^ he Second Circuit's 
Court's decision f„ f • g ln ^ anc and the District 

84 Civ. 1724 ( Southerl rfff ^ ss ° < ~ :iation v - Heckler . 

request that the Justice Decaf tmenf” York) ' We ar€ ? renewing our 
fees in this matter De Partment pay reasonable attorneys' 


f ees^n^virtually^ll^ivil^riahts Tl be attorney ' . 

under more ‘“wf ‘““T*’ 8 fIes 

so° unusual^tbat L" 

f eeS be paid on behalf STth^HS. 1^0^ ^e^!"^ 3 ' ' 

by defendants ?a attorney's fees 

punish an innocent oartv who . ons should not be used to 
as the subject If e£^rL?n? ? a f been singled out to serve 
Doe case , such litirr^t -4 a .^ 1 ^}9 a tion, In the Baby Jane 

earlier successes at all**!^! i flJ ted des P ite fc he family's 
system. at a11 levels of the New York State court 


attorneys' fees tn m ^ oe case ' an award of 

Department from pursufng^tLrlivS’fr?^ bhejustice 

encourag^involvement^n^ivi ? wa f d ^ g attorney's fees is to 
Should not be penalized ffrSLf lght J actions ' this family 
constitutional arguments 9 advan ? ed their civil and 

Jane Doe's parents fano* by la tervening m the case. Baby 
intervene-- thereon fd T V u alt ernative other than to Y 
sensitive family ffcisifns ?n e ^h ee ^ ex ? ected to turn over 
counsel. Althouah in hin^ * h!? S ? os P lt al's corporate 
hospital did an Ixcelf^nf ^ i 9 *^' lt a PP ears that the 

and the family's ° f re P resent ing its interests 

ne ramriy s, hindsight does not justify punishing the 


family for intervention. 


Finally, the Federal government ostensibly entered this 
lawsuit to protect Baby Jane Doe's welfare. However, the 
e f f K C ^° f th f government's position will deprive the family 
of badly needed resources. This family is starting its life 
o£ ge ^ e ^ W1 ^ c °r r $150 ' 000 ^dical and legal bill!. Why 

1 f gal fees in the Second Circuit (and^he 

til' hi IS* SV ? ourt) ' which the government should 
pay, be added to the family's child rearing expenses? 

Baby Doe and her family deserve to begin their lives 

burden^f ~these°f go y fe J nmental interference and the crushing 
burden of these legal fees. It is, therefore, proper for the 

familv^^the^" 11 t0 the firSt Step in leadin 9 this 

F™ ly n th eir journey by assuming the cost of attorneys’ 

d ? ln 9 y° u W1 H demonstrate compassion and * 
restore faith in the role of government in our society. 

Sincerely, 


Dave Durenberger 
United States Senator 


Mark Hatfield 
United States Senator 


k 


VINCENT F. ZARRILLI 
Box 101 Hanover Bt at i on 
Boston, 02113 


18 February 1985 


John Roberts, esq. 

Fred Fielding, esq. 
Counselors to the President 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 


Gentlemen: 

May I express my disappointment of your apparent unwillingness 
to execute my simple request that you show the President the 
annexed Supreme Court tabulation and if then requested, the " 
proposal I have (Jeered for a meaningful solution to this 
most serious national problem. 


Sincerely, 



C'Ofly T-v 

\J of,** vS~ u- h yvy — - yp0^O fcsiS'O'L 




U.S. Supreme Court 

10 year record of entered cases 
denied or dismissed WITHOU7 
A HEARING 


Term 

Paid Cases 

1973 

1405 

1974 

1594 

1975 

1538 

1976 

1620 

1977 

1676 

1978 

1732 

1979 

1776 

1980 

1999 

1981 

2100 

1982 

1892 

1>,332 

GRAND TEN 

YEAR TOTAL . . 


Miscellaneous Cases 

Total 

1942 

3347 

1914 

3508 

1903 

3441 

2013 

3633 

1899 

3575 

1938 

3670 

1757 

3533 

1968 

• 3967 

2014 

4114 

1995 

19,343 

3887 

36,675 



does the 


36,675 


Supreme Cou 



Source: Compiled 

Review. 


need help? 

from November editions of the Harvard Law 


y 


THE WHITE HOUSE 

WA S H I N GTO N 


February 19, 1985 


MEMORANDUM FOR CHARLES A. DONOVAN 

OFFICE OF WHITE HOUSE CORRESPONDENCE 

FROM: JOHN G. ROBERtO^x" 

ASSOCIATE COUNSEL TO THE PRESIDENT 

SUBJECT : Presidential Letter to Sheriff W. F. Conway 


You have asked for our views on whether the President should 
send the above-referenced letter of commendation to Sheriff 
W.F. Conway of Texas, The Department of Justice recommends 
that the letter be sent and provided the instant draft. 
Counsel's Office has reviewed the proposed letter and finds 
no objection to it from a legal perspective. 

Attachment 


THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH I NGTON 


February 21, 1985 


MEMORANDUM FOR FRED F. FIELDING 


FROM; 

SUBJECT; 


JOHN G. ROBERT 

"An Teach Ban” Letterhead 


We have been asked if we have any legal objections to the 
President delivering a brief letter to the Irish Ambassador 
under a special letterhead reading "An Teach Ban" — sup- 
posedly "The White House" in Gaelic. The idea is a little 
cute for my tastes, but I have no legal objection. The 
attached memorandum for Ryan, copy to Kimmitt, notes that we 
have no objection but that the translation of "An Teach Ban" 
IRA U "f ^ verified * < For a11 1 know it means "Free the 


Attachment 


THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 


February 21 , 1985 


MEMORANDUM FOR FREDERICK J. RYAN, JR. 

SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT 
DIRECTOR, PRESIDENTIAL SCHEDULING 

FROM: FRED F. FIELDINg'^N^^A—- 

COUNSEL TO THE PfillSIDENT 

SUBJECT: "An Teach Ban" Letterhead 


Counsel's Office has no legal objection to the proposal to 
have the President deliver a brief letter to the Irish 
Ambassador on stationery with a special letterhead reading 
"An Teach Ban," supposedly Gaelic for "The White House." 
The translation should, of course, be rigorously verified. 

cc : Robert Kimmitt Q* ^ 1 ^ 

National Security Council ^ x klj / 6LA “ ^ 

FFF : JGR: aea 2/21/85 
bcc: FFFielding 

JGRoberts 
Subj 
Chron 


THE WHITE HOUSE 

WAS HINGTON 


February 21, 1985 


MEMORANDUM FOR 


FREDERICK J. RYAN, JR. 

SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT 
DIRECTOR, PRESIDENTIAL SCHEDULING 


FROM: 


FRED F. FIELDING 
COUNSEL TO THE PRESIDENT 


SUBJECT: 


An Teach Ban” Letterhe ad 


nslation should, of course, be rigorously verified. 


cc: 


Robert Kimmitt 
National Security Council 


FFF : JGR: aea 2/21/85 
bcc: FFFielding 

JGRoberts 
Subj 
Chron 


ID #_ 


206090 


.CJi 



WHITE HOUSE 

CORRESPONDENCE TRACKING WORKSHEET 


O ■ OUTGOING 

□ H - INTERNAL 

□ I - INCOMING 

Date Correspondence 
Received (YY/MM/DD) _ 




I / 




Name of Correspondent: 


□ Ml Mail Report » User Codes: (A) (B) ^C) 

Subject: iX-( 

— : djLtuA£Ad^j. uLcUu- s U JauaJ^ 


ROUTE TO: 

ACTION 

DISPOSITION 

Office/Agency (Staff Name) 

' ‘ Tracking 

Action iDate 

Code YY/MM/DD 

Type .Completion 

of —Date 

Response Code YY/MM/DD 


originaiSrI 2S / 02 1 1$ 

/ / 

(Laju&T If ■ 

1 — 

Referral Note: 


-Ara $£~toJbXo 



-Referral Note: 



/ / 

/ •/ ^ 


Referral Note: 


Referral Note: 


!_ ± 


/ l_ 


l / 



Referral Note: 


ACTION CODES: ^ 

-A - Appropriate Action ~ 

C * Comment/Reconi men dat ion 
' "" D - Draft Response 
F ^Furnish Fact Sheet 

-4o tte used as Enclosure 

■ ’ 

1 * Info Copy Only/No Action Necessary 
-R - Direct Reply w/Copy 
. -S - For Signature - 
X - Interim Reply 

-DISPOSITION CODES: 

A - Answered C ' Completed 

~ B - Non-Special Referral S -'Suspended 

FOR OUTGOING CORRESPONDENCE: 

Type of Response * .Initials of Signer 
Code = “A" 

Completion Date = Date of Outgoing 

Comments: 




Keep this worksheet attached to the original incoming letter. 

Send ail routing updates to Central Reference (Room 75, OEOB). 

Always return completed correspondence record to Central Files. 

Refer questions about the correspondence tracking system to Central Reference, ext. 2590. 


5/81 


MEMORANDUM 


1148 & 


NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 


^96090 (LZL^ 


ACTION 


February 16, 1985 


MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT M. KIMMITT 


FROM: 

SUBJECT: 


PETER R. 

Presidential Scheduling Recommendation for 
Delivering a Letter to the Irish Ambassador 



recommendation 

That you sign the self-explanatory Tab I memo to Fred Ryan. 
Approve Disapprove 


Attachment 

Tab I Memo to Fred Ryan 

Tab A Ryan Memo With Background -Paper 


cc: 


Fred Fielding 
Ben Elliott 


MEMORANDUM 


THE WHITE HOUSE 1148 

WASHINGTON 


MEMORANDUM FOR FREDERICK J. RYAN 
FROM: ROBERT M. KIMMITT 

SUBJECT: Presidential Scheduling Recommendation for 

Delivering a Letter to the Irish Ambassador 


Neither we nor State object in principle to the President 
delivering a short letter to Irish Ambassador Tadhg O'Sullivan 

/nmw St *w? atric ' k,s Day with a special letterhead: "An Teach Ban" 

( The White House" in Gaelic) . The President will have an 
appropriate opportunity to do this in his already- scheduled 
meeting with O'Sullivan for presentation of the traditional 
Shamrocks on Friday, March 15, 1985 at 10:45 a.m. 

There may , however , be legal implications for using special White 
House letterhead in Gaelic, and we defer to Fred Fielding's 
office in addressing this consideration. 

Please let us know if you decide to go ahead with the special 
letter, as we would like to provide the suggested text. 


Attachment 

Tab A Your Memo With Background Paper 


THE WHITE HOUSE 


1148 


WASHINGTON 

MEMORANDUM February 11, 1985 

TO: ^ROBERT KIMMITT - MICHAEL MCMANUS - ED HICKEY 

FROM: FREDERICK J. RYAN, JR., DIRECTOR 

PRESIDENTIAL APPOINTMENTS AND SCHEDULING 

SUBJ: REQUEST FOR SCHEDULING RECOMMENDATION 

PLEASE PROVIDE YOUR RECOMMENDATION ON THE FOLLOWING 
SCHEDULING REQUEST UNDER CONSIDERATION: 

EVENT: Deliver a short letter to the Irish Ambassador on St. Patrick’s 

Day with a special letterhead: 11 An Teach Ban,” which means 

"The White House" in Gaelic. 

DATE: . March 17, 1985 - : V • V 

LOCATION: Washington, D.C. 

BACKGROUND: See attached - 


YOUR RECOMMENDATION: 

Accept Regret Surrogate Message Other 

Priority 

Routine 


IF RECOMMENDATION IS TO ACCEPT, PLEASE CITE REASONS: - 



the white house 

WASHINGTON 

February 8, 1985 



MEMORANDUM FOR FRED RYAN 





FROM: 


DANA ROHRABACHER IX 


, . — — ^ rnat the Presi 

deliver a short letter to the IriSh 

Ambassador on St. Patrick's Day with a 
special letterhead: "An Teach Ban * 

Which means "The White House" in Gaelic 

the I 9 ri S s£ r * WOUld be Widely re P°rted in* 
tne Irish press, reemphasizing the 

President's pride in his heriLge? 
recommend it. • 


I 




THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH I NGTON 


February 20, 1985 


MEMORANDUM FOR DAVID L. CHEW 

STAFF SECRETARY 


FROM; 


SUBJECT: 


JOHN G. ROBERTS 

associate counsel TO THE president 

™ asta and ^proving Management 
— the Fede ral Gove rnment (Prepared bv omri 


Counsel's Office has reviewed the above-referenced 
P^pe^. and findS n ° to it from a Sg.1 



ID * 


WHITE HOUSE 

CORRESPONDENCE TRACKING WORKSHEET 


C O - OUTGOING 

□ H - INTERNAL 

□ I - INCOMING 

Date Correspondence . 

Received (YY/MM/DD) L 

Name of Correspondent:^ 


'jC » (LLtu^ 


□ Ml Mail Report 
Subject:. 


User Codes: (A) . 





ROUTE TO: 


Office/Agency (Staff Name) 




ACTION 


Cuu^T II 


ACTION CODES; 

A ■ Appropriate Action 
C - Comment/Recommendation 
D * Draft Response 
F * Furnish Fact Sheet 

to be used as Enclosure 


Action 

Code 


Tracking 

Date 

YY/MM/DD 


ORIGINATOR [££ 

Referral Note: 

fU jSjCl i&) 


Referral Note: 


Referral Note: 


Referral Note: 


Referral Note: 


I / 


/ / 


/ / 


I * Info Copy Only/No Action Necessary 
R * Direct Reply w/Copy 
S - For Signature 
X * interim Reply 


DISPOSITION 

Type Completion 

of date 

Response Code YY/MM/DD 


/ / 


5 

Sp rm 


I / 


I / 


I / 


DISPOSITION CODES: 

A - Answered C • Completed 

B - Non-Special Referral S * Suspended 

FOR OUTGOING CORRESPONDENCE: 

Type of Response - Initials of Signer 
Code = ,, A" 

Completion Date = Date of Outgoing 


Comments: . 


Keep this worksheet attached to the original incoming letter. 

Send all routing updates to Central Reference (Room 75, OEOB). 

Always return completed correspondence record to Central Files. 

Refer questions about the correspondence tracking system to Central Reference, ext. 2590. 


Document No. 


WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM 

0ATE: 2 /20/85 ACTtON/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE BY: 3:00 TODAY 


SUBJECT: 


MEMO TO DEPARTMENTS & AGENCIES RE REDUCING WASTE AND IM PROVING 
MANAGEMENT IN THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT (Prepared by OMB) 



ACTION 

FYI 


ACTION FYI 

VICE PRESIDENT 

□ 

□ 

MURPHY 


□ 

MEESE 

□ 


OGLESBY 


□ 

RE6AN 

□ 


ROGERS 

□ 

o 

DEAVER 

□ 

□ 

SPEAKES 

□ 

vef' 

STOCKMAN 

□ 

n/ 

SVAHN 


□ 

CHEW 

□P 


VERSTANDIG 

□ 

□ 

fielding^ 


□ 

WHITTLESEY 

□ 

□ 

FULLER 


□ 

KINGON 


□ 

TUTTLE 

□ 

□ 

BUCHANAN 


□ 

HICKEY 

□ 

□ 

ROLLINS 

*□ s 

□ 

McFARLANE 

□ 

□ 

FRIEDERSDORF 

i/ 

□ 

mcmanus 


□ 


□ 

□ 


REMARKS: 

Please provide any conunents/edits 
Thank you. 


on the attached memo by 3:00 p.m. today. 


RESPONSE: 


\i:i FEB 20 


3 : 02 


David L. Chew 
Staff Secretary 
Ext. 2702 


THE WHITE HOUSE 

WA SHINGTON 


memorandum for heads of executive departments and agencies 


SUBJECT: 


INCREASED EMPHASIS ON REDUCING WASTE ANn TMPRni/Twr 
THE MANAGEMENT OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT ING 


Washington, D.C. 


tn Hn 8 ]* 1 that we were coming to 

to do away with Government, but rather to make it 
we renewed that commitment and promised an effective 
efficient Government at minimum cost. elective 


and 


In 


not 

1984, 


We have made great progress in 
the efforts of our President’s 
Efficiency. Forty six billion 
in the past four years. 


reducing waste and fraud throuqh 
Council on Integrity and 
dollars has been put to better use 


systems, improving the P <jelivery Jf services^r^dHM * mana 9 ement 
Iffectiv^ule^f^ode^n^^^i 1 prod J cti vi ty * and mak ing^o?™" 1 


companion document to the FY 1986 Budqet the 
lagement report was transmitted to the tl <; 


This week, as a 

r]nni«Jc nUa -J^ ana9fciment report was transmitted to the U S 
Congress. This new report. The Manaaement of the n ® 

G o vernment , is a comprehensive description of a variet y of 
initiatives being implemented as part of this Adminictratinni 

Re?o?m m ’S8. ImPrOVement Pro 9 ram ’ more commonly referred to a" 


However, we 
restructure 


th! n n t « re 5 t 1n ° Ur efforts t0 reform, revitalize and 
agency ^ “ V * 


